FACULTY SENATE MINUTES
May 6, 1992

The meeting was called to order at 4:05 in the Law School Auditorium by
Chairman Becker.
I. CORRECTION AND APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF APRIL 1, 1992.

The minutes of April 1, 1992 were approved with the following correction:
In the second line of Good of the Order replace "approved by" with "presented to
the Senate for information."
II. REPORTS OF OFFICERS - none

Ill. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

lllA. Senate Steering Committee, J. L. Safko:
Committee chairs were reminded that their annual reports are due in time to be
included with the September agenda.
1118. Grade Change Committee, Mary Caldwell, Chair:
The grade changes were approved as submitted.
lllC. Curricula and Courses Committee, Jean Massey, Chair:
The committee report was approved with the following corrections and
understandings:
page 15 - the deletions of ECIV 425 and 427 are effective spring 1993
page 17 - ECIV 300 should be a 3 hour course
page 29 - under "Basic Degree Requirements - Core Engineering
Requirements"
ENGL 101, 102,200..............................6
Humanities and Social Sciences ..... 18
page 30 - under SPAD 502 "Neurocognitive"
- ENGL 550 was returned to committee - this may be a deletion
pages 32 to 35 - The committee is to revise the titles of these foreign language
courses to provide uniformity.
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1110. Faculty Advisory Committe, Marcia Welsh, Chair:
The Faculty Advisory Committee report on pg 40 was presented for
informational purposes.
lllE. Scholastic Standards and Petitions Committee, Edwin Sharp, Chair
The committee report was presented for information. A missing "h" was
inserted.
IV. REPORT OF THE SECRETARY, J. L. Safko:
The Secretary reminded the Senators of the importance of their attendance. He
asked Senators to encourage their missing colleagues to attend.
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS - none
VI. NEW BUSINESS
Catherine Eckman (Thomas Cooper) I would like to read the following
statement:
The Thomas Cooper Library wishes to assure the Faculty Senate and
Faculty that target amounts for the Serials Contingency Cancellation
Plan sent to departments last February were accurate.
The Library would like to assure all Faculty that if serials reductions need
to be activated, the process will be conducted in an equitable manner.
Within the administrative councils of the University the Library has
vigorously advocated for the preservation of the serials collection.
The Library would like to thank all Deans, Department Chairs, Library
Representatives and Faculty for their outstanding cooperation regarding
this review.
Patrick Scott (ENGL) Two meetings ago, an Assistant Professor in this body
from Engineering asked a question about the serials. He rightly pointed out that
the amount of the individual journals attributed to his department added up to
one sum and the amount given him as a target for cuts came to much more than
20% of that sum. At that meeting, as Chairman of the Faculty Senate Library
Committee, I basically told him that all was well,.that the numb~rs added up.
On the way out I was given various kinds of chaff about the inability of the
Engineering College to use its calculators. Subsequently other departments
complained that the same things didn't add up and the library shared with me
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the information that the individual costs of journals distributed to departments
had been taken from one year and that the target had been set based on the
next year, when costs were higher. So the target was set at 20%, which was
higher than we had expected, from an expensive year; and the costs per
individual journal were taken from a cheaper time. So, if you took the individual
journal list from the past and you chose enough journals to make cuts that came
to 20% of this year's budget, you would in fact have cut far more than 20% of this
year's budget. I tried briefly to explain this in an apology to Professor Smith at
the last meeting and the Secretary summarized it. I think that what I said on that
occasion is absolutely beyond dispute and I cannot quite understand why an
Assistant Reference Librarian was asked to stand up and take the heat for this
matter. It is beyond dispute that Prof. Smith from Engineering was right two
meetings ago, the figures didn't add up. It is also beyond dispute that the
Library is trying to act fairly about this. The Library Committee supports the
serials review. I thoroughly endorse the last paragraph of that statement
thanking Departments for working loyally in this. I join the the Library in hoping
that this does not undermine confidence, but I regard the statement on this
occasion as disingenuous.
Catherine Eckman - I just wanted to clear that the "Assistant Librarian" was not
asked to "stand up and take heat" on this issue. I simply wanted to assure the
Faculty Senate that the figures sent to Departments last February were
accurate.
Prof. Dawson (CHEM) suggested that the size of the Senate should be reduced.
His department of 26 has trouble getting 3 faculty members to agree to serve as
Senators. He also suggested that meetings be held less often.
Chairman Becker responded that the Senate was established to have regular
meetings of the Faculty independent of the President's pleasure. He does not
consider being a Senator to be an onerous task and this small amount of effort
is necessary if we consider faculty governance important.

VII. GOOD OF THE ORDER
John Safko (PHYS) expressed his dissatisfaction with the answer the Provost
gave in the General Faculty meeting. The core curriculum was established by
the faculty. If there are problems, they should be considered by the established
Faculty committee system rather than by an ad hoc committee appointed by the
Provost.

VIII.ANNOUNCEMENTS
John Bryan (ARTH) suggested the faculty call 777-7700 (USC Admissions
Office) and then 1-656-2287 between 8 and 4:30 (Clemson's Admission Office).
World class universities have bright and able individuals who answer the
phone.
The meeting adjourned at 4:27.
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